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1 Introduction

Measure phrases may modify certain adjectives lbtitothers, even if the adjective has an
interpretation that at first sight seems to be catibpe with a measure (cf. among others,
Kennedy 1999, Schwarzschild 2005, Barker 2002, &/i2005, 2009, Svenonius & Kennedy
2006). Quite in general, negative adjectives docoatbine with measure phrases ((1a) vs. (1b)),
and in some cases, positive adjectives also faibtobine with a measure phrase ((1c-d)).

. John is 1m50 tall

#John is 1m50 short

#The locket is 250 € expensive
#The locket is 250 € cheap

. John is 2 cm taller/shorter than Peter
The locket is 20 € more expensive/ cheaper lthaought

1)

(2)

oOp 20T

Whenever the measure phrase can be used, theieljeas a neutral interpretation rather than
being evaluative or non neutral, as illustratedh®yexamples in (3).

(3) a. Johnis 1m50 talk John is tall
b. The table is 50 cm widé The table is wide
c. The skirtis 50 cm long> The skirt is long

If a positive adjective cannot combine with a meaghrase, as in (1c), it also seems to fail to
get a neutral reading. One can add to this thatnibn neutral interpretation of the adjective is

forced by addindor a N, adding measure phrases always results in unadukfyt as illustrated

in (4):
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(4)a. #John is 1m50 tall/short for a boy
b. #The locket is 250 € expensive/cheap for agyojdwel

Given this type of facts, theories on the incontphtly of measure phrases and negative/ non
neutral adjectives usually claim that the semanttsmeasures is incompatible with the
semantics of negative and non neutral adjectives.

However, this unconditional incompatibility cannm¢ maintained in view of the following
Dutch example, taken from a description of the Ritrather low cross-road in The Hague
(http://nl.wikipedia.org/wiki/Schilderswijk_(Den_Hgp August 201):

(5) "Vaak stond de Put bij regenval onder water, enlmeaféy reed een vrachtwagen zich
klem onder het 3,70 meter lage viaduct.
‘When it rained, the Pit was usually filled wittater, and often a truck got stuck under
the 3,70 meter low (high) viaduct’

Even though this sentence is stylistically markasl idicated bY/), it is not ungrammatical, at
least according to a large number of speakers a€tiJuMoreover, the sentence indicates that
the viaduct is low, which means that the adjectige a non neutral, evaluative reading.

In the rest of this paper | will focus on structsmilar to the one in (5), which, besides being
counterexamples to the claim that measure phrasesr tombine with negative and/ or non
neutral adjectives, turn out to have a number @frésting properties. In the first place, thera is
contrast between (5), where the MP A combinatiamsisd in attributive position, and a sentence
in which the same combination is used as a pregit@athe second place, despite the non neutral
reading of the adjective in examples such asf@)phrases are still not allowed, which shows
that the incompatibility of measure phrases fmdhrases is independent from the non neutral/
neutral contrast.

The structure of the paper is as follows. | wikhrstwith a brief overview of a number of
theories on the incompatibility of measures aneedjes such as the ones in (1b-d) (section 2).
Then | will turn to a long overview of the dataoshing in particular that in the relevant cases
the measure phrase and the adjective have to érpriated as a single constituent and ruling out
some alternative ways to interpret the data (se@jo In section 4 | will turn to a discussion of
the consequences for the treatment of measurebwaitidjive a sketch of an analysis, based on
Winter (2005, 2009). Section 5 concludes the papad addresses some remaining issues,
including the observation that Dutch seems to d@coepch more easily cases such as (5) than
English.

2 Background

The incompatibility illustrated in (1) and (2) haften been discussed in the literature. According
to Kennedy (1999), measures phrases denote bo@xtierts, and as such they may give a value
to the standard of comparison of a gradable adgcRositive and negative gradable adjectives
differ in terms of the type of degree they introdutVhereas positive degrees denote positive

! Stefan Hofstetter independently came across simiamples in German, see Hofstetter (2011, toappe
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extents, negative degrees denote negative extastd|ustrated in (6) below (see also von
Stechow 1984a: 169):

(6) | | » ... Tallness
0 n
I > | ')
X’s tallness X's shortness
positive extent negative extent

Given that negative degrees are not bounded, \lgleextents denoted by measure phrases are,
negative adjectives are incompatible with measureages (see also Kennedy & Svenonius
2006). As for the necessity of a neutral readinghef adjective, one can assume thas (the
operator that introduces the non neutral interpiceta cf. Cresswell 1976 and von Stechow
1984b) and measure phrases are mutually incomeakibtause they both bind the degree
variable of the adjective (but see Rett 2008).

According to Schwarzschild (2005), measure phrasespredicates of intervals. Contrary to
Kennedy, Schwarzschild assumes that degrees amgspeither than intervals. In principle,
adjectives are relations between individuals argteks, and as such they are incompatible with
measure phrases. Schwarzschild assumes that aegdhat are compatible with measure
phrases have a homonym, which relates individualssdts of degrees or intervals. The
Homonym Rule is a lexical rule. This way Schwar#schaptures the fact that it seems to be
lexically determined which positive adjectives ammpatible with measure phrases and which
are not.

(7) Homonym Rule: from degrees to intervals
If A has meaning A’that relates individuals to degrees then A hasarstary
meaning relating individuals to sets of degreete(ivals)
The secondary meaning is given bi:ax. 1 ={d : A’(x,d)},
where A'(x,d) is interpreted as “x’s A-ness exted”

Negative adjectives systematically fail to underfp@ homonym rule, and therefore they
systematically fail to combine with measures. Cdesi6). If the homonym rule applied to the
adjectiveshort, this would result in a set with John’s heightitasupper bound, but without a
lower bound, as John’s height exceggsthe heights of all objects higher than John’s hkig
(Schwarzschild 2005:10):

(8) Homonym Rule applied &hort
M. Ax. I ={d : John’s height exceegsd}

Thus, if negative adjectives were to undergo thmdmym rule, the resulting interval would lack
a lower bound, and this is why the rule does nptyap

Within these approaches, negative adjectives azempatible with measure phrases in a
fundamental way, as the semantics of the negatjextive is incompatible with the semantics
of the measure phrase. Moreoyawmsand measures are in complementary distributiorenstaer
the measure phrase is used, there is no way tpass@ee Barker 2002 for an implementation
that does not make usemig.
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A quite different perspective on the data in @pffered by Winter (2005, 2009). According
to Winter, illicit MP A combinations are ruled ohy a triviality filter on the interpretation of
measure phrases (MPs), which are analyzed asentes modifiers:

Q) [MPC] =set[[ MP] intersected withisC ]|

In principle measure phrases may combine with alitss of adjectives. However, the
combination of a measure phrase and an adjectadtseusually in a violation of a triviality
filter, as the result of the combination gives rigea logically trivial statement (see also
Breakstone, this volume). A concrete example iggiv (11) and (12).

(10) MP Triviality Filter:
A modified construction [MP C] is acceptable owligen it is guaranteed that its
denotation is not empty.

(1ha  +—| | > Age
0 b5y — Jold
b, I I s Age
0 young «| 95y
(12) a. John is both five years old and old vi@tly false)

b. John’s grandfather is both 95 years old andhgou(trivially false)

In case the standard for being old is above fivergjeas depicted in (11a), the sentence in (12b)
is trivially false. Similarly, if a 95 year old isot young given the relative standard jmung
(12b) is trivially false as well. As soon as th&atee standard is present, the combination of the
measure phrase and the adjective may lead toialliyivalse statement. However, for positive
adjectives, there is a way out. In the context qiositive adjective, one may take 0 as the
standard of comparison. In that caBee years olds fine, and the predicted reading is one in
which the adjective neutral, in accordance with thets. Shifting the standard to zero is
obviously not an option for negative adjectivesttas would result in a mapping of the lower
and the upper bound of the adjective. As for pesitidjectives such a&xpensivewhich do not
combine with measure phrases either (cf. (1c)),t®8ihas to assume that the relative standard
for these adjectives, for some reason or othenaame reduced to zero.

To conclude, on the basis of the analyses of MPolEnations discussed above, negative
adjectives are not expected to combine with meaptrases and non neutral or evaluative
interpretations are supposed to not occur in thingext.

3 Licit and illicit MP A combinationsin Dutch

3.1 Attributive ver sus predicative adj ectives

In this section | will turn to a set of data fronutdh similar to (5), that show that the restricion
on MP A combinations that are assumed in the lilegaare too strong. Consider first the
examples in (13), that illustrate the incompatibibf measure phrases and negative and neutral
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adjectives in Dutch. The example in (13c) is bamedlooster (1972), who explicitly claims that
this type of combinations are not allowed.

(13) a. Het water is 20 cm diep
‘the water is 20 cm deep’
b.  #Het water is 20 centimeter ondiep
‘the water is 20 centimeters shallow’
C. #Het water is 30 graden warm
‘the water is 30 degrees warm’
d. #Het water is 5 graden koud
‘the water is 5 degrees cold’

However, when these MP A combinations are usedtriibative rather than predicative contexts,
as in (12), the result is noticeable befter.

(14) a. het 20 cm diepe water
the 20 cm deep water
b. “het 20 cm ondiepe water
the 20 cm shallow water
c. “het 30 graden warme water
the 30 degrees warm water
d. “het5 graden koude water
the 5 degrees cold water

The contrast can be nicely illustrated by a smakrmet search. When searching fgraden
koude water™degrees cold water’ one gets pages of relevaatgkes similar to (14d). On the
other hand, when searching fos * graden koud” ‘is * degrees cold’ the sentences that are
listed usually have a different syntactic struct{that is, the measure phrase and the adjective do
not form a constituent). Similarly, even thougidiep‘shallow’ is not as easily used as some of
the other adjectives, the contrast between (13d) (&4b) is rather strong, and one can find
examples such d%p de bodem van de 20 meter ondiepe‘ae¢he bottom of the 20 meter
shallow sea’"het drie meter ondiepe super heldere watke three meter shallow super clear
water', "die vijftien centimeter ondiepe ktfihat fifteen centimeters shallow pit'?

Note that in all of the examples in (14) exceptthe first one the adjective has a non neutral,
evaluative reading. Whenever the predicative usea diP A combination is odd and the

2 Not all examples are equally acceptable for adladers. There is a lot of inter speaker variatiom the structures
in (12) are easier for some lexical items thanofbiers. For some speakers, (12b) is not accepfabtiepis one of
the harder adjectives to combine with measure pljadut these speakers do perceive a differerteeebr other
pairs. Moreover, most people also react more slyotay(11b) than to (11c) or (11d). In all casesd dor all
speakers, combinations of non neutral adjectivesraeasure phrases are stylistically marked as eglptstheir
neutral counterparts. This is indicated by the syinffin front of the examples. In the rest of this gap®cus on
what | consider to be the main generalizations, bmdll leave a more detailed analysis of the daiafuture
research.

3 Sourceshttp://www.go2war2.nl/artikel/2233{ittp://rebelontour.blogspot.com/2010/02/union-iskdrees-wordt-
moeder.htmlhttp://dasliedrecht.hyves.nl/blog/29243721/Josjee Btory part 1/ XRWQHecember 2011.

* Hofstetter (2011, to appear) presents similar @at@erman, based on questionnaires. He does sist ion the
contrast between predicative and attributive use,atso reaches the conclusion that his data arelgatic for
many theories on the interpretation of MP A combores.
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attributive use is much better, the latter intragkian evaluative interpretation of the adjectiue. |
other words, an expression suchaar 50 euro dure laptofner 50 euro expensive computer’ is
strange as comparedhaar 2000 euro dure laptopper 2000 euro expensive computer’.

A first obvious way to explain the data and tclstio the idea that measure phrases are
always incompatible with negative and non neutdg@ctives, is to assume that in the examples
in (14), the measure does not form a constituetti thie adjectivé.Given that one cannot use
several modifiers in predicative position while aran in attributive position, this would offer a
straightforward explanation of the contrast betwged) and (14):

(15) a. the [big] [friendly] giant
b.  *The giant is [big] [friendly]
c.  “het [3 meter] [lage] viaduct
the three meter low viaduct
d. *Hetviaduct is [3 meter] [laag]
the viaduct is three meter low

In his paper on prenominal use of measure phr&mssyarzschild (2006) discusses examples
such asa two page poejmwo inch cableanda two hour trip in which the measure phrase
directly modifies the noun. If this type of analysif the measure phrases in (14) were possible,
the data would not show anything. However, there armumber of reasons to discard this
analysis of the facts.

In the first place, prenominal measures in Duteh anly allowed in compounds, and they
cannot be used as attributive modifiers, contraryheir English counterparts. The compound
status can be motivated by the stress patternegsktbtructures on the one hand, and by the large
amount of lexical restrictions that are found feege combinations on the other. Let us have a
look at the stress pattern first. In a syntacticifier N combination, the strongest phrasal stress
falls on the noun, exactly as in English. If thaaun is a compound, however, word stress falls
on the first member of the compound, a§ merdraad ‘iron wire’ oewembad ‘swimming pool’
and not on the noun (the stressed syllable is id fece; note that Dutch compounds are
officially written as one word). The examples ir6)Ishow that measure N combinations in
Dutch have the stress pattern of compounds. Intyipis of examples, a shifted stress on the
syllablesbad or draad can only be interpreted as a contrastive accent.

(16) a. 20 centimeter rillimeterdraad cfijzerdraad

20 centimeter 2 millimeter wire iron wire
‘20 centimeters of 2 millimeter wire’
b. het 25meterbad cfzwembad
the 25 meter pool swimming pool

As shown in (17), there is a further contrast betwButch and English in terms of the number
of felicitous combinations of MP N combinations.iFltan be understood if one assumes that
these structures are in fact compounds, and thattythe of compound formation is not very
productive. In English the measure phrase is aasyiostmodifier, and can be used much more
freely.

® | actually suspect some of Hofstetter's (2011gpipear) French cases to be of this type.
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(17) a. #een tweaur-reis cf.autoreis
a two hour trip car trip
b.  #een twepaginagedicht cfliefdesgedicht
a two page poem love poem

Turning back to our original example in (15c),stquite unlikely that the measure is used as an
independent modifier of the noun. As shown in (1Bg adjective cannot be left out and the
primary accent falls on the noun:

(18) a. #het [3 meter] viaduct
b.  #het 3neter lage viaduct (only corrective)
c.  “het 3 meter lage vilct

However, one might still argue that the presencéhefnegative adjective licenses for some
reason or other the otherwise unacceptable useméasure in a modifier position. Without
speculating on what could be a reason for this tfgecensing, | will show that this possibility
has to be rejected on independent grounds. If gsesore phrase and the adjective were separate
constituents, one would expect them to be markedgeparate constituents in prosody. If one
pronounces a list of attributive adjectives, ip@ssible to use list intonation. This intonation is
characterized by a high tone at the end of eachctdg that modifies the noun. The contrast
between (19) and (20) illustrates this for the commu grijsgestreept€one constituent) and the
adjective sequenagrijze gestreeptétwo constituents). In (19) there cannot be a aitsthe end

of grijs, which is not at the end of a constituent. In (20) the other hand, there has to be such a
rise, otherwise the rise on the second adjectioelds

(19) a. het grijsgestreepte, lelijke viaduct
the grey-striped ugly viaduct (2 adjexs)
b.  het grijsgesreepig) [lelijke] no, viaduct
c.  #het grijshe [gestreepteps [lelijke] no, viaduct

(20) a. het grijze, gestreepte, lelijke viaduct
the grey striped ugly viaduct (3aeype adjectives)
b.  #het grijze gestreepig] lelijke]ny viaduct
c.  het grijze}s gestreepte}, lelijke]nq, viaduct

Turning now to a case with a measure phrase, am@leserve that there cannot be a rise on the
measure word, which again suggests that the meadwase and the adjective form a single
constituent. In longer combinations of adjectivilee measure phrase always groups together
with the adjective.

(21) a.  “het 3 meter lage, lelijke viaduct
b. het 3 meter lage}, lelijke]no, viaduct cf. (19b)
C. #het 3 mete}, lageliy lelijke]ny, viaduct cf. (19¢)

To conclude, it has been shown in this section theasure phrases may combine with non
neutral negative and positive adjectives when tlaseused in attributive position in Dutch.
Moreover, there are strong arguments in favor glsi constituency of the measure phrase and



8 Jenny Doetjes

the adjective in the relevant combinations. Inipatar, the use of prenominal measures in Dutch
is restricted to compounds, the adjective cannotelieout, and the measure phrase and the
adjective form a single unit from a prosodic pahview.

3.2 Predicative adjectives

Even though predicative uses as in (13b-d) abosehat very good and clearly worse than the
corresponding attributive cases, they are not aveaynpletely out. This is in particular true for
certain combinations, such agaar jong‘n years young’ which is idiomatic and emphasizes t
the person is young in spirit or in behavior rattlean young age. Some attested examples of
predicative uses of normally illicit MP A combinaiis are given in (22).In my perception,
cases such as (22a) are completely fine with ting sf@ecial interpretation fgong, as indicated
above (this idiomatic interpretation is not necelsgresent in the corresponding attributive
cases). The examples in (22b,c) clearly indicaterbehe use of the MP A combination that the
girl is tiny and the laptop ultra slim. This stroogntextual anchoring of the evaluative adjective
is frequent in other attested examples of this.tyfiiee use obnly is also quite common, as well
as the advertisement context as in (22c).

(22) a. Hans van Dijk 89 jaar jong!

Hans van Dijk 89 year young

b. Op 27 oktober 2010 is onze dochter Evi gebaZenlvas heel klein: 45 cm en
2230 gram licht.
‘On 27 October 2010 our daughter Evi was born! 8hse tiny: 45 cm and 2230
grams light’

C. Deze ultraslanke notebook is slechts 2,5 cm dun
this ultra slim notebook is only 2,5 dnmt

In my view, there is a qualitative difference betwethese cases and the attributive cases
discussed above, in the sense that attributivescaige much easier to get than the predicative
ones and less dependent on context. The prediczdises either involve idioms, as in (22a) or
contain a lot of extra contextual information itisig on the lightness, thinness etc. of the
gualified object or individual.

3.3 Non neutral readingsand for phrases

A final issue | would like to address is the infhoe offor phrases. As illustrated in (23), an
adjective that is otherwise compatible with a meaguhrase, cannot combine both witlioa
phrase and with a measure phrase. This is notisimgras thdor phrase triggers a non neutral
reading, and these readings are normally excludedhé context of predicative MP A
combinations.

® Source of the examplelsttp://www.kieviten.nl/nl/tennis/hans-van-dijk-88gr-jong/
http://www.tipswerkendeouders.nl/Columns/Angelaz€lijdit-houd-ik-nooit-vol.htm|
http://www.centralpoint.nlnieuws/8692/acer-introded-nieuwe-aspire-timelinex-notebook-serie/
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(23) a. Het zwembad Is vier meter didp voor een recreatiebad.
the swimming pool is four meter deep/ deepdor recreation pool
b. #Het zwembad is vier meter diep voor een reieiead.

Given that non neutral readings are acceptabléribative position in Dutch, one would expect
this type of combination to improve when used latttively. Interestingly, however, the
unacceptability of the use of a measure in (24wshthat this is not the case. There is no
alternative reason for the unacceptability, addngphrase can be used in this type of structure in
the absence of a measure, and can be combinecawididjective that is modified by a degree
expression such &g ‘very’.

(24) het voor een recreatiebad erg/#vier meteredmypembad
the for a recreation pool very/four meter deepswing pool

This is an important fact, as it shows that thempatibility of for phrases and measures cannot
be reduced to the non neutral evaluative readintpefadjective. Note also, that the degree of
unacceptability of examples such as the one in)(2Bd (24) is much higher than the degree of
unacceptability of normal MP A combinations. As wsoin section 3.2, even predicative cases
can be found under particular conditions. As sognador-phrase is added, any MP A
combination becomes completely unacceptable indkgely of the context or idiomatic use of
the adjective.

The difference in grammatical status between casdsand withoutfor phrases suggests
that the source of the ungrammaticality of (30bgggdeyond the non neutral reading of the
adjective. Note also that these facts are quitaguihg, given thatfor phrases and nouns
modified by an attributive adjective are assumetawee similar functions in the sense that they
are used to construct a context set (cf. Klein J9®%bwever, in the context of measures,
attributive use of the adjective and the preserigefar phrase have an opposite effect in Dutch:
while the former improves the MP A combination th#er makes it worse, and even leads to
uninterpretability. It might well be the case tHat phrases and measures are incompatible
because they trigger different types of scdlefs Fults, 2011, Sassoon, 2010, van Rooij, to
appear). Measure phrases need precise, highlymatore scales (cf. Sassoon’s ratio scales),
while adding dor phrase seems to result in a ‘rough’ type of s¢aieFults’ analog magnitude
scales). For reasons of space, | will leave tlsigador further research.

4 Consequences for the analysis of measure phrases

The data discussed in the previous sections infjayd theory of measure phrases should allow
for combinations of measure phrases and non néuagghtive adjectives. This seems to be hard
to derive if one assumes that the cause of theripatibility of the measure phrase and negative
adjectives is a very fundamental one in the sehaethe denotation of negative adjectives is
incompatible with the denotation of measure phraag# most proposals discussed in section 2.
Winter (2005, 2009) is an exception to this, aglbes not assume that negative adjectives
and measure phrases are intrinsically incompatérid argues that these combinations are
prohibited because they are filtered out by medres taviality filter. Triviality filters filter out
specific combinations of items that always leadritgally true or false statements. Note that in
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Winter's implementation of the filter for MP A conmations, it is the mere possibility (rather
than the necessityf a trivial result that causes the filter to beeoaperative. In other words, a
potentially illicit MP A combination does not nesasily result in a trivially false or true
statement for all possible values of the MP. Assa® there is a possible value for MP that leads
to triviality the filter applies ((25) = (10)):

(25) A modified construction [MP C] is acceptablaly if it is guaranteed that its
denotation is not empty.

On the basis of the Dutch data presented heregaémdition is too strong, at least to account for
the data in this language, given that some combimatwhere the denotation of the MP A
combination can be empty are marked rather thalueéed.

Given that a triviality filter is a condition ofuth conditions, one might expect that the effect
of the triviality condition only obtains in caseettruth value of the sentence is affected.
Interesting, this roughly predicts a contrast befwattributive cases, in which an adjective
usually does not contribute to the truth valueh& sentence, and predicative cases, in which it
does. The function of a predicative adjective isnmadly assertive; the property denoted by the
adjective is truly or falsely assigned to an indefently defined individual in a particular
world.” Attributive adjectives, on the other hand, combivith a noun and in combination with
this noun they provide a set of properties, thateigia particular context defines a set of
individuals. The cardinality of this set dependstba context. If the set is empty, this often
results in a presupposition failure rather thatriinal truth conditions.

Consider first the two sentences in (26). The B8entence is clearly odd, as it presupposes
the existence of buckets that are both shallowlanteter deep. As this type of bucket do not
exist in the actual world, the sentence gives tisa presupposition failure, similar to the one
that obtains for sentences suchrage king of France is baldhe example in (26b) does not give
rise to a presupposition failure, which explains tlontrast between the two sentences.

(26) a.  “De 1 meter ondiepe emmer is in de keuken.
the 1 meter shallow bucket is in the kitchen
b. “Het 1 meter ondiepe zwembad ligt achter het huis.
the 1 meter shallow pool is situated behind teske

Consider now (27), in which the MP A is embedded imon existential indefinite noun phrase:

(27)"1k zoek een 20 cm smalle boekenkast om in het keasdgst de deur te zetten.
I look-for a 20 cm narrow book case to in the epmmext to the door to put
‘I look for a 20 cm wide (narrow) book case to puthe corner next to the door’

This sentence suggests that according to the spadd@k case with a width of 20 cm would be
narrow, independently of whether such a book castsein the actual world, and independently
of the truth conditions of the sentence. Howevee might object to this that the indefinite in
this sentence can easily be interpreted as palfteofocus of the sentence, and that, as such, the
MP A combination should affect the truth value lué sentence.

’ For sake of simplicity, | abstract away from caséth negative and positive quantifiers. Note theedication over
negative quantifiers leads to trivially true ratkigan trivially false statements.
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In other examples this is even more clearly the cdake for instance the three sentences in
(28). In all cases, the MP A combination is parthef predicate, and is expected to contribute to
the truth conditional interpretation of the seneen8omehow the sentence where the measure
phrase is embedded in an indefinite noun phralsettsr than the other two.

(28) a.  “De Heigraaf is een anderhalve meter smalle beek.
the Heigraaf is a one and a half meter narrowloro
b.  #De Heigraaf is anderhalve meter smal.
the Heigraaf is one and a half meter narrow
C. #De Heigraaf is een beek van anderhalve metat®s
the Heigraaf is a brook of one and a half meteraw

The contrast between (28a) and (28c) is partioulateresting, as in both cases the predicate is a
noun phrase. However, in (28c), the focal accdid ¢ the adjective, while it falls on the noun
in (28a).

Given this contrast, | would like to suggest thatcases such as (28a), one still has the
possibility to interpret the adjective in such aywhat it contributes to the presupposition of the
sentence rather than to the assertion. Even thihugimight seem to be stipulative at first sight,
there are reasons to assume that part of a noaselirat itself is part of the focus of a sentence
can be presupposed, as long as it does not carrfptial accent. Consider the small fragment in
(29):

(29) Ik zag in de verte iets gestreepts op eer kggen.
‘At a distance | saw something striped laying arhair.’
a. Het bleek een oud, gestreept overhemd te zijn.
‘It turned out to be an old, striped shirt.’
b. Het bleek een oud overhemd met streepjesrie zij
‘It turned out to be an old shirt with stripes’

Even thoughgestreepis given in the context, it can be repeated irbf2€s part of the focused
noun phrase. This example suggests that it is somglossible to have material that is part of
the ground inside the focused constituent. In (2@iere the focal accent falls streepjesthis
is does not seem to be possible, given the fatt(#®b) constitutes a slightly odd continuation,
while (29b) is completely fine in the given disceer | would like to suggest that something
similar is going on in (28a) vs. (28c). Given tlpaésuppositions are often accommodated (cf.
Beaver and Geurts, 2011 for a brief overview of literature on this phenomenon), it seems
plausible that (28a) can be saved by presupposi@gnformation contributed by the negative
adjective.

Turning back to triviality filters in general, orean observe that in most cases where it is
used, the filter rules out structures that are semaly trivial, not those that are potentiallyiai
(see for instance the impossibility every NPin atheresentence by Barwise and Cooper 1981).
If the triviality filter on measure phrases weretlifs type, there would never be a possibility to
circumvent the results of the filter. Imagine tlaaty combination of a measure phrase and a
negative adjective gave rise to an empty set. &t ttase the escape route described above

8 Thanks to Norbert Corver for drawing my attenttonthis type of example (see also Corver 2009)eNbat if
there is no accent on the adjective, this can balg case of a second occurrence focus (cf. K2EKz).
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(presupposing rather than asserting the informapimvided by the adjective) would not be
available, as in that case the presupposition woaltessarily be in conflict with the assertion.
As such two aspects of Winter’s analysis are reletiare: on the one hand, triviality filters filter
out trivially true or false structures, and as stiey may not apply to presupposed material. On
the other hand, a set denoted by a given measuasghnd a set denoted by a given non neutral
adjective, may have a non empty intersection. Thiughe non neutral adjective can be
presupposed, the sentence can, given an appromoatext, get a coherent interpretation,
without violating the triviality filter.

I would like to end with a comment on the markeatist of the examples in the text. Even in
the attributive context, the examples are highlyked, and disliked by some speakers. The
marked status is in most cases correlated withettistence of a unmarked alternative (cf.
Klooster 1972). Note also that the set denotechbynteasure phrase needs to be a proper subset
of the set denoted by the adjective. The sentan€&0) is not acceptable, even if twenty or thirty
cm deep water is still shallow (cf. Doetjes 2009).

(30) #het minstens 10 cm ondiepe water
the at most 10 cm shallow water

Similarly, if a positive adjective is used with aasure, it is not possible to get an interpretation
where the measure phrase denotes a superset séttlieenoted by the adjective. As such, the
adjective is not adding any information. The measpiirase is thus the essential part of what
you want to add when using a MP A combination. Addh non neutral adjective means adding
a source of potential trouble, as expressed by &vmfilter in (25). Take again the example in
(28a). This sentence asserts that the Hijgraabi®ak and that it is one and a half meters wide.
At the same time, the sentence presupposes thabk bf one and a half meters wide is narrow,
and this presupposition makes the sentence maskedpmosed to its counterpart that contains the
neutral adjectivdoreed‘wide’. In (28b), on the other hand, the sentenwkes two potentially
conflicting claims. Only in very special casesstlyields an acceptable result (see section 3.3
above). The clearest case is tihgears youngcase, whergoung seems to loose its normal
interpretation. The use of this idiomatic combioatindicates that one can be young at any age,
which solves the potential conflict between the suea and the adjective.

5 Conclusions and issuesfor further research

As shown in this paper, otherwise illicit MP A comdtions turn out to be acceptable in Dutch,
which implies that measure phrases are not totadlgmpatible with non neutral adjectives and
negative adjectives. The effect depends on sevawbrs. In the first place, the syntactic
position of the MP A combination matters, as thera contrast between MP A combinations in
attributive and in predicative position. In the @ed place, it has been shown that the presence of
a for phrase always completely blocks the use of a meaghbrase. Given that evaluative
interpretations can be found in combination withaswee phrases, the effect coming fromftre
phrase has to be independent from the effects féamithe combination of a measure phrase and
a non neutral adjective in the absence fafrphrase.

It has been shown that MP A combinations with nggaand/or non neutral adjectives that
occur in attributive positions have to be analyasd single constituent, and as such these data
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show that measure phrases are not completely inatilole with negative adjectives nor with
positive adjectives with non neutral interpretasiomhis is in contradiction with many theories
on the interpretation of MP A combinations.

In section 4 | sketched an analysis of the datadas the theory proposed by Winter (2005,
2009). Winter claims that illicit MP A combinatiormse excluded because of a triviality filter.
Given that his implementation of the filter is bas@n the lack of a guarantee of a non trivial
result rather than on the complete lack of a niuiatrresult, it is possible to create conditions
under which the filter does not apply. Given thdtiaality filter is concerned with trivial truth
values, it can be circumvented if it is possiblertterpreted the adjective as a presupposition
rather than as part of the focus of the sentence.

An important issue for further research is the taet the type of sentences discussed in this
paper seem to be much more easily available foctbspeakers than for English speakers,
despite the relative similarity of the two langusag®/hereas English cases can be found on the
internet, they are relatively rare (certainly asnpared to their Dutch counterparts), and often
seem to come from non native sources. This ralses/éry interesting question of where this
difference comes from. Given that the combinatiars rather infrequent in Dutch as well, it
does not seem to be plausible that this is justatemof language use. There might be a link
between the possibility of using measures as neydifin the prenominal domain, which is
excluded in Dutch, while it is possible in Englistowever, it is not immediately clear how this
could account for the observed asymmetry betweentwlo languages. Furthermore, a larger
cross linguistic sample should be looked at in ptdesee whether the correlation holds cross
linguistically. Clearly, more research is neededomer to find out what the source of this
difference can be.
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